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siderations than that of statistical frequency. Venn's theory,
therefore, cannot be fairly propounded by his disciples as alterna-
tive to such a theory as is propounded here. For my Treatise is
concerned with the general theory of arguments from premisses
leading to conclusions which are reasonable but not certain;
and this is a subject which Venn has, deliberately, not treated
in the Logic of Chance.
7. Apart from two circumstances, it would scarcely be neces-
sary to say anything further; but in the first place some writers
have believed that Venn has propounded a complete theory
of probability, failing to realise that he is not at all concerned
with the sense in which we may say that one induction or analogy,
or testimony, or memory, or train of argument is more probable
than another; and in the second place he himself has not always
kept within the narrow limits, which he has himself laid down
as proper to his theory.
For he has not remained content with defining a probability
as identical with a statistical frequency, but has often spoken
as if his-theory told us which alternatives it is reasonable to prefer.
When he states, for instance, that modality ought to be banished
from Logic and relegated to Probability (p. 296), he forgets his
own dictum that of premisses, the distinctive characteristic of
which is their lack of certainty, Probability takes account of
one doss only, Induction concerning itself with another class, and
so forth (p. 321). He forgets also that, when he comes to consider
the practical use of statistical frequencies, he has to admit that
an event may possess more than one frequency, and that we must
decide which of these to prefer on extraneous grounds (p. 213).
The device, he says} must be to a great extent arbitrary, and there
are no logical grounds of decision; but would he deny that it is
often reasonable to found our probability on one statistical
frequency rather than on another? And if our grounds are
reasonable, are they not in an important sense logical ?
Even in those cases, therefore, in which we derive our prefer-
ence foi one alternative over another from a knowledge of statis-
tical frequencies, a statistical frequency by itself is insufficient
to determine us. We may call a statistical frequency a prob-
ability, if we choose; but the fundamental problem of determining
which of several alternatives is logically preferable still awaits
solution. We cannot be content with the only counsel Verm